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SA1 would like to thank SerG for the information provided regarding accuracy classes in document (S1-021264).

SA1 shares the opinion of SerG on dangers deriving from the definition of accuracy classes as a function only of the terminal. SA1 is also of the opinion that it is important to guarantee that conformance tests are defined for positioning technologies so that there is a reasonable level of confidence that terminals from different manufacturers yield roughly the same accuracy if presented with the same initial conditions. 

Concerning the following excerpt from your reply:

“However, when the application requests a location measurement we would like to have the option to specify the actual accuracy required and to receive from the location server the accuracy delivered. The individual operator can then choose how to use this information and how it should be presented to the end user.”

SA1 would like to know if it is the understanding of SerG that such options require further standardisation efforts in 3GPP, or should be left to the operators (and possibly terminal manufacturers) to devise proprietary solutions. In the mean time SA1 is considering what the impact on the LCS stage 1 specification would be.

Actions to SerG

· please clarify if the request for the accuracy required by the operator and the response from the location server containing accuracy delivered needs to be standardised. 

· please clarify if the presentation of the above mentioned information to the user should be subject of standardisation. 

Action to RAN4
· please inform SA1 if, in light of this liaison statement and the liaison statement from SerG, there is enough information available to specify conformance testing for positioning technologies.
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